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DETAILED ACTION 

This non-final action is in response to the RCE/Amendment received on 09/04/2007 

Claim Rejections -35 USC § 112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

2. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2, first paragraph, as failing to comply with 
the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter, which was 
not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled 
in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had 
possession of the claimed invention. 

Applicant recites in lines 3-4 and lines 8-10 of amended independent claim 1 the 
limitations that each of said opposing latch assemblies located either on one of said pair 
of opposing end walls or a side wall and said top cover, if said pair of opposing latch 
assemblies are located on said end walls. The disclosure does not describe nor provide 
in the drawings latch assemblies on end walls of the cassette. It only recites and 
illustrates latch assemblies on sidewalls of the cassette. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 
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4. Claims 25 and 30-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Wittrock et al (U.S.P.N. 5,482,067). 

Regarding claim 25, Wittrock discloses a double hinge (figure 2:40, 14 and 12) 
for connecting flat two-dimensional top cover (figure 2:12 and unlabeled length and 
width of the top cover in figure 2) to a cassette (figure 2:14) having opposing side 
bottom and end walls and a pair of opposing latch assemblies (figure 1:72 and col. 5, 
lines 59-61 where the top cover 12 has a latch assembly 72 and the cassette 14 has a 
latch assembly as shown in figure 1), each of the opposing latch assemblies located on 
one of the pair of opposing side walls (figure 1:16 and 24 where in col. 5, lines 58-61, 
Wittrock teaches that each latch assembly 72 snaps over the opposite wall and for this 
to occur latch assemblies 72 are located on opposing side walls 16 and 24) such that 
one of the opposing latch assembly (upper latch assembly 72 in figure 1) is located on 
upper side (side wall 16 in figure 1) while the other opposing latch assembly (lower latch 
assembly 72 in figure 1 ) is located on lower side (side wall 24 in figure 1 ) of the pair of 
the opposing side walls, each of the opposing latch assemblies (each latch assembly is 
considered as 72 in figure 1) has its own latch detent (unlabeled upper parts of 
opposing side walls 16 and 24 in figure 1, which tab assemblies snap over as taught in 
column 5, lines 59-61). The double hinge includes a first hinge (figure 2:62) pivotally to 
side wall (unlabeled end wall of cassette 14 in figure 2) and also pivotally connected to 
hinge plate (figure 2:42), hinge plate has a length and a width (unlabeled length and 
width of hinge plate 42 in figure 2), hinge plate pivotally connected between first and 
second hinges (figure 2:62, 42 and 60) and second hinge pivotally connected to hinge 
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plate (figure 2:60 and 42) and to the top cover (figure 2:60 and 12). Furthermore, 
Wittrock teaches that the hinge allows the top cover to lay flat upon the same surface 
that the bottom wall also rests upon (figure 2:14 and 12). In addition, Wittrock discloses 
two positions where the closed position is shown in figure 4 and the first position (open 
position) is displayed in figure 2. In this first position, the first hinge and the second 
hinge are in the same vertical plane upon rotating figure 2 of Wittrock. Furthermore, 
Wittrock teaches that the top is folded beneath the bottom of the container (col. 5, lines 
41-45). See MPEP 2114 where the manner of operating the device does not 
differentiate apparatus claim from the prior art. In addition, the pair of the opposing latch 
assemblies (figure 1 :72) are capable of being pushed by two opposing pressure (for 
example, applying pressure in an upward direction to one latch assembly 72 while 
applying pressure in a downward direction to the other latch assembly 72 in figure 1) 
forces so that the second hinge (figure 2:60) is moved from a closed position (as shown 
in figure 4) to an open position (as shown in figure 2). 

Regarding claims 30-31 , Wittrock double hinge (figure 2:42) assembly is capable 
of making contact with portions of either bottom (figure 2:14) or top (figure 2:12) upon 
full rotation of either of first hinge (figure 2:62) or second hinge (figure 2:60) where the 
top part is folded underneath the bottom part (col. 5, lines 41-45). See MPEP 21 14. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
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invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

7. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f)or(g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

8. Claims 1 and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Wittrock et al (U.S.P.N. 5,482,067) in view of Dabich (U.S.P.N. 4,535,908). 

Regarding claim 1 , Wittrock discloses a double hinge (figure 2:40, 14 and 12) for 
connecting flat two-dimensional top cover (figure 2:12 and unlabeled length and width of 
the top cover in figure 2) to a sterilization cassette (figure 2:14) having opposing side 
bottom and end walls and a pair of opposing latch assemblies (figure 1:72 and col. 5, 
lines 59-61 where the top cover 12 has a latch assembly 72 and the cassette 14 has a 
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latch assembly as shown in figure 1), each of the opposing latch assemblies located on 
one of the pair of opposing side walls (figure 1:16 and 24 where in col.5, lines 58-61 , 
Wittrock teaches that each latch assembly 72 snaps over the opposite wall and for this 
to occur latch assemblies 72 are located on opposing side walls 16 and 24), each of 
opposing latch assemblies (each latch assembly is considered as 72 in figure 1) has its 
own latch detent (unlabeled upper parts of opposing side walls 16 and 24 in figure 1 , 
which tab assemblies snap over as taught in column 5, lines 59-61). The double hinge 
includes a first horizontally oriented hinge portion (figure 2:62) interconnected to the end 
wall (unlabeled end wall of cassette 14 in figure 2) and the top cover (figure 2:12, 62 
and 42), if the pair of opposing latch assemblies are located on opposing side walls 
(figure 1:16, 24 and 72), dividing the end wall (unlabeled end wall of cassette14 in figure 
2) into upper (figure 2, unlabeled upper part of cassette14) and lower (figure 2, 
unlabeled lower part of cassette 14) halves and a second hinge portion (figure 2:60) 
oriented in juxtaposed relationship to the first hinge (figure 4 where two unlabeled 
hinges are in juxtaposed relationship to one another). Wittrock top cover (figure 2:12) is 
connected to the cassette (figure 2:14) by a double hinge assembly (figure 2:62 and 
60). Furthermore, Wittrock teaches that the hinge allows the top cover to lay flat upon 
the same surface that the bottom wall also rests upon (figure 2:14 and 12) or for the top 
cover to be folded beneath the bottom wall of the cassette (col.5, lines 41 -44). Also, the 
pair of the opposing latch assemblies (figure 1:72) are capable of being pushed by two 
opposing pressure (for example, applying pressure in an upward direction to one latch 
assembly 72 while applying pressure in a downward direction to the other latch 
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assembly 72 in figure 1 ) forces so that the top cover is moved from a closed position to 
an open position. Wittrock does not specifically disclose that the second hinge divides 
the top cover into two interconnected pieces. Dabich, which is in the art of designing 
lids, teaches the use of a double hinge lids where the second hinge (figure 6:30) divide 
the top cover into two interconnected pieces (figure 6:18 and 20) because a double 
hinge mechanism results in opening the inner lid with one hand by most users (col.4, 
lines 27-33). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to provide the cassette in Wittrock the second hinge 
that divides the top cover into two interconnected pieces because a double hinge 
mechanism results in opening the inner lid with one hand by most users as shown by 
Dabich (col.4, lines 27-33). 

As to the limitation that the top cover piece attached to the end wall be of the 
same width and length as the end wall, the disclosure does not provide a criticality for 
this feature. The disclosure as a whole teaches that the advantage of having double 
hinge is to enable folding the top cover beneath the bottom container. This mechanism 
is disclosed in Wittrock (col.5, lines 41-44). It is further noted that it is known in the art of 
designing hinges to vary size of the hinge plates. In addition, see MPEP 21 14 and • 
MPEP 2144.04, IV. 

Regarding claim 26, Wittrock does not specifically teach that the hinge plate of 
the two-hinge assembly is a portion of the top of the container. Dabich teaches the use 
of a double hinge lids where the second hinge (figure 6:30) divides the top cover into 
two interconnected pieces (figure 6:18 and 20) where piece 18 in figure 2 represents a 
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hinge plate, which is part of the top. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to further modify Wittrock 
hinge structure by including an additional double hinge closing mechanism that provides 
two interconnected lids as taught by Dabich since double hinge mechanism results in 
opening the inner lid with one hand by most users (col.4, lines 27-33). 

9. Claim 27 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Wittrock 
et al (U.S. P.N. 5,482,067) as applied to claim 25 and further in view of Kirksey 
(U.S.P.N. 4,576,281). 

Wittrock does not specifically teach that the length of the hinge plate of the two- 
hinge assembly is equal in length of one of the opposing sides. Kirksey, which is in the 
art of designing hinged closing/opening structures, teaches that the hinge plate (figure 
1:36) is equal in length to the unlabeled opposite front end of wall 28 in figure 1). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to fully lengthen the hinge plate of Wittrock from one end of the 
container to the other as taught by Kirksey (figure 2:36) so that better alignment of the 
top and bottom parts is obtained during the handling of container. 

10. Claims 28-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Wittrock et al (U.S.P.N. 5,482,067) as applied to claim 25 and further in view of 
DeCoster (U.S.P.N. 4,723,693). 

Wittrock does not specifically teach that the width of the hinge plate of the two- 
hinge assembly is equal to the width of one of the opposing sides or that the width of 
the hinge plate is equal to one half of the width of one of the opposing sides. DeCoster, 
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which is in the art of designing double hinging closures, teaches that the width of hinge 
plate 54 in figure 4 is equal to the width of the bottom of container 12 in figure 1 . This 
bottom is not shown in the drawings. Depending on the depth of the bottom of the 
container (figure 1:12), the width of the hinge plate is capable of being equal to one half 
of the width of this bottom. As a result, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to shorten the width of Wittrock's 
hinge plate to the same dimension as the container's width as taught by DeCoster so 
that Wittrock container can handle much smaller medical and dental items. 

As to the limitation that the width of the hinge plate is equal to the width of is 
equal to one half the width of one of the opposing sides, the disclosure does not provide 
a criticality for this feature. The disclosure as a whole teaches that the advantage of 
having double hinge is to enable folding the top cover beneath the bottom container. 
This mechanism is disclosed in Wittrock (col.5, lines 41-44). It is further noted that it is 
known in the art of designing hinges to vary size of the hinge plates. In addition, see 
MPEP 21 14 and MPEP 2144.04, IV. 

Response to Arguments 
1 1 . Applicant's arguments filed on 09/04/2007 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

On pages 7-8 of the Remarks/Arguments section, Applicant argues that 
Wittrock's tabs are located next to each other on one side of the cassette and that 
Wittrock makes no reference to the application of opposing pressure to the tabs 
because pressure need to be applied only to one of the tabs. 
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Wittrock discloses a pair of opposing latch assemblies (figure 1:72 and col. 5, 
lines 59-61 where the top cover 12 has a latch assembly 72 and the cassette 14 has a 
latch assembly as shown in figure 1), each of the opposing latch assemblies located on 
one of the pair of opposing side walls (figure 1:16 and 24 where in col. 5, lines 58-61, 
Wittrock teaches that each latch assembly 72 snaps over the opposite wall and for this 
to occur latch assemblies 72 are located on opposing side walls 16 and 24) such that 
one of the opposing latch assembly (upper latch assembly 72 in figure 1 ) is located on 
upper side (side wall 16 in figure 1 ) while the other opposing latch assembly (lower latch 

assembly 72 in figure 1 ) is located on lower side (side wall 24 in figure 1 ) of the pair of 

I 

the opposing side walls, each of the opposing latch assemblies (each latch assembly is 
considered as 72 in figure 1) has its own latch detent (unlabeled upper parts of 
opposing side walls 16 and 24 in figure 1, which tab assemblies snap over as taught in 
column 5, lines 59-61). Furthermore, the pair of the opposing latch assemblies (figure 
1 :72) are capable of being pushed by two opposing pressure (for example, using the 
first hand to apply pressure in an upward direction to one latch assembly 72 while using 
the second hand to apply pressure in a downward direction to the other latch assembly 
72 in figure 1) forces so that the second hinge (figure 2:60) is moved from a closed 
position (as shown in figure 4) to an open position (as shown in figure 2). Moreover, see 
MPEP 21 14 where the manner of operating a device does not differentiate apparatus 
claim from the prior art. 

On pages 9-1 1 of the Remarks/Arguments section, Applicant argues that 
Wittrock has his hinge assembly on one end wall of the cassette while the latch 
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assemblies are located on another end wall, not a pair of side walls and that Wittrock 
cassette is designed to be opened with one hand, because both tabs are located next to 
each other on an end wall of the cassette while amended claim 1 requires both hands to 
open the latches. 

The examiner is not limited to labeling the structural parts of the cassette 
according to only the terms described in the Applicant's disclosure. The cassette in 
figure 1 in Wittrock has structures16 and 24 that are considered as opposite side walls 
while the other end of the cassette is considered as the opposite end walls where the 
double hinge assembly is positioned. The argument regarding both tabs being on 
opposite sidewalls has been previously addressed above. 

On pages 9-11 of the Remarks/Arguments section, Applicant argues that Dabich 
is nonanalogous reference, that Dabich does not contain any latches and is specifically 
designed to be opened using only one hand as opposed to the instant claims that 
require both hands, that modifying Dabich as to include the limitations of claim 1 would 
teach away from Dabich invention, which is to open the lid with one hand and that 
Kirksey does not teach the limitations of claim 25. 

Wittrock describes two opposing latch assemblies (figure 1:72 and col. 5, lines 
59-61) that use both hands to open as explained previously above. Furthermore, both 
the instant claims and Dabich are in the art of designing double hinge closing structures 
and both are concerned with building such a closure device. Clearly, Dabich is 
analogous art and that the feature of having two opposing latch assemblies that are 
opened with both hands is taught in Wittrock not in Dabich, Kirksey, or DeCoster. 
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Moreover, Dabich is combined with Wittrock for the limitation where the second hinge 
divides the top cover into two interconnected pieces such that the combination provides 
the advantage taught by Dabich structure where his mechanism results in opening the 
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inner lid with one hand (col.4, lines 27-33) as opposed to using two hands. 



Conclusion 




